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Exact Channel Synthesis

Lei Yu and Vincent Y. F. Tan, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—We consider the exact channel synthesis problem.
This problem concerns the determination of the minimum
amount of information required to create exact correlation
remotely when there is a certain rate of randomness shared by
two terminals. This problem generalizes an existing approximate
version, in which the generated joint distribution is required
to be close to a target distribution under the total variation
(TV) distance measure (instead being exactly equal to the target
distribution). We provide single-letter inner and outer bounds
on the admissible region of the shared randomness rate and
the communication rate for the exact channel synthesis problem.
These two bounds coincide for doubly symmetric binary sources.
We observe that for such sources, the admissible rate region
for exact channel synthesis is strictly included in that for
the TV-approximate version. We also extend the exact and
TV-approximate channel synthesis problems to sources with
countably infinite alphabets and continuous sources; the latter
includes Gaussian sources. As by-products, lemmas concerning
soft-covering under Rényi divergence measures are derived.

Index Terms—Exact synthesis, Communication complexity of
correlation, Channel synthesis, Rényi divergence, Approximate
synthesis, Soft-covering

I. INTRODUCTION

How much information is required to create correlation
remotely? This problem, illustrated in Fig. [I| and termed
distributed channel synthesis (or communication complexity
of correlation) was studied in [1]]-[5]. The exact channel
synthesis refers to the problem of determining the minimum
communication rate required to generate a bivariate source
{(X™,Y™)}, cn With X™ generated at the encoder and Y
generated at the decoder such that the induced joint dis-
tribution Pxny~ exactly equals 7%, for all n € N. In
contrast, the total variation (TV) approximate version of the
problem only requires that the TV distance between Pxnyn
and 7% vanishes asymptotically. Bennett et al. [I]] studied
both exact and TV-approximate syntheses of a target channel.
At almost the same time, Winter [2] studied TV-approximate
synthesis of a target channel. However in both these two
works, the authors assumed that unlimited shared randomness
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is available at the encoder and decoder. They showed that
the minimum communication rates for both exact and TV-
approximate syntheses are equal to the mutual information
I(X;Y) in which (X,Y) ~ mxy. Cuff [3] and Bennett et al.
[4]] investigated the tradeoff between the communication rate
and the rate of randomness shared by the encoder and decoder
in the TV-approximate simulation problem. Harsha et al. [5]]
used a rejection sampling scheme to study the one-shot version
of exact simulation for discrete (X,Y"). They showed that the
number of bits of the shared randomness can be limited to
O(loglog |X| 4 log|Y|) if the expected description length is
increased by O(log (I(X;Y) 4+ 1) +loglog|)|) bits from the
lower bound I(X;Y"). Li and El Gamal [[6] showed that if the
expected description length is increased by log(I(X;Y)+1)+
5 bits from [(X;Y), then the number of bits of the shared
randomness can be upper bounded by log(|X'|(|V| — 1) + 2).
Recently, the present authors [7] considered the exact channel
synthesis problem with no shared randomness and completely
characterized the optimal communication rate for the doubly
symmetric binary source (DSBS). For the DSBS, the present
authors observed that exact channel synthesis requires a strictly
larger communication rate than that required for the TV-
approximate version. The tradeoff between the communication
rate and the shared randomness rate for the exact channel
synthesis problem has not been studied, except for the limiting
case of unlimited shared randomness which was studied by
Bennett et al. [1], the limiting case of no shared randomness
which was studied by Kumar, Li, and El Gamal [§]] and the
present authors [[7]], as well as the special case of the symmetric
binary erasure source (SBES) which was studied by Kumar,
Li, and El Gamal [8]. In this paper, we study this problem and
make progress on it.

As shown by Bennett et al. [1], when there exists unlimited
shared randomness available at the encoder and decoder, there
exists a scheme to synthesize a target channel if and only
if the asymptotic communication rate is at least the mutual
information I(X;Y"). If the sequence of communication rates
is restricted to approach the optimal/minimum rate I(X;Y)
asymptotically as n — oo (i.e., there is no penalty on the
asymptotic communication rate), then what is the minimum
amount of shared randomness required to realize exact synthe-
sis? Bennett et al. [4] conjectured that an exponential number
of bits (and hence an infinite rate) of shared randomness is
necessary. For brevity, we term this conjecture as the BDHSW
(Bennett-Devetak-Harrow-Shor-Winter) conjecture. Harsha et
al. [5] (as well as Li and El Gamal [6]) disproved this
conjecture for (X,Y’) with finite alphabets, and showed that
for this case a finite rate (i.e., linear number of bits) of shared
randomness is sufficient to realize exact synthesis with no
penalty on the asymptotic communication rate. More precisely,
Harsha et al’s one-shot result implies that the rate of shared



randomness can be upper bounded by log|)Y|. In this paper,
we improve this bound to H(Y|X) and show that our bound
is sharp for the DSBS. We also show that for jointly Gaussian
(X,Y), any finite rate of shared randomness cannot realize
exact synthesis when there is no penalty on the asymptotic
communication rate I(X;Y).

When there is no shared randomness, the channel synthesis
problem reduces to the common information problem. The lat-
ter concerns determining the amount of common randomness
required to simulate two correlated sources in a distributed
fashion. The KL-approximate version of such a problem was
first studied by Wyner [9], who used the normalized relative
entropy (Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence) to measure the
approximation level (discrepancy) between the simulated joint
distribution and the joint distribution of the original correlated
sources. Recently, the present authors [10]], [[11] generalized
Wyner’s result such that the approximation level is measured
in terms of the Rényi divergence, thus introducing the notion
of Rényi common information. Kumar, Li, and El Gamal
[8]] considered a variable-length exact version of Wyner’s
common information. In their study, in addition to allowing
variable-length codes, they also required the generated source
(X™Y™) ~ 7%, exactly. For such an exact synthesis
problem, the authors posed an open question as to whether
there exists a bivariate source for which the exact common
information is strictly larger than Wyner’s. This question was
answered in the affirmative by the present authors recently [/7]].
In [7]], the present authors completely characterized the exact
common information for the DSBS, and showed that for this
source, the exact common information is strictly larger than
Wyner’s common information.

Besides the works mentioned above, local TV-approximate
simulation of a channel was studied by Steinberg and Verdd
[12]; TV-approximate simulation of a “bidirectional” channel
via interactive communication was studied by Yassaee, Gohari,
and Aref [[13]]; Both the exact and TV-approximate versions of
the simulation of a channel over another noisy channel were
studied by Haddadpour, Yassaee, Beigi, Gohari, and Aref [|14].
In particular, [[14] addressed the case of exact simulation of a
binary symmetric channel over a binary erasure channel. The
relationship between the problem of exact channel simulation
over another channel and the problem of zero-error capacity
was studied by Cubitt, Leung, Matthews, and Winter [15]].

A. Main Contributions

Our contributions are as follows:

o First we consider channels with finite input and output
alphabets. We provide a multi-letter characterization on
the tradeoff between or the admissible region of com-
munication rate and shared randomness rate for exact
channel synthesis. Using this multi-letter characterization,
we derive single-letter inner and outer bounds for the
admissible rate region. The inner bound implies that
shared randomness with rate H(Y|X) (or a potentially
smaller rate given in (64)) suffices to realize exact channel
synthesis, even when the sequence of communication
rates is constrained to approach the lowest possible one

I(X;Y) asymptotically. This sharpens Harsha et al.’s
upper bound log |)|.

e« When specialized to the DSBS, the inner and outer
bounds coincide. This implies that the admissible rate
region for exact synthesis of DSBS is completely charac-
terized. Similar to the no shared randomness case [7],
when there is shared randomness, the admissible rate
region for exact synthesis is still strictly included in that
for TV-approximate synthesis given by Cuff [3]].

o We extend the exact and TV-approximate channel syn-
thesis problems to the synthesis of discrete or continuous
channels. In particular, we provide bounds for jointly
Gaussian sources.

o Concerning proof techniques, we leverage a technique
known as mixture decomposition (or the splitting tech-
nique), which was previously used in [8], [16]-[20].
However, in this paper (as well as in [7]), we combine it
with distribution truncation techniques to analyze sources
with countably infinite alphabets. We also combine the
mixture decomposition technique with truncation, dis-
cretization, and Li and El Gamal’s dyadic decomposition
technique [21] to analyze continuous sources. Further-
more, as by-products of our analyses, various lemmas
that may be of independent interest are derived, e.g., the
“chain rule for coupling” lemma, the (distributed and
centralized) Rényi-covering lemmas, the log-concavity
invariance lemma, etc.

B. Notations

We use Px to denote the probability measure (distribution)
of a random variable X on an alphabet X. For brevity, we
also use Px to denote the corresponding probability mass
function (pmf) for discrete distributions, and the corresponding
probability density function (pdf) for continuous distributions.
This will also be denoted as P(z) (when the random variable
X is clear from the context). We also use mx, Px, Px and
@x to denote various probability distributions with alpha-
bet X. The set of probability measures on A is denoted
as P (X), and the set of conditional probability measures
on Y given a variable in X is denoted as P(Y|X) :=
{Py|x : Py|x(:|z) € P(¥),x € X}. Furthermore, the sup-
port of a distribution P € P(X) is denoted as supp(P) =
{r e X: P(x)>0}.

The TV distance between two probability mass functions P
and ) with a common alphabet X’ is defined as

1
P=Ql=5 D |P() - Q) (1)
reX

We use Tpn(z) := 3" | 1{z; =z} to denote the type
(empirical distribution) of a sequence z™, T'x and Vy|x to re-
spectively denote a type of sequences in X™ and a conditional
type of sequences in V" (given a sequence " € X™). For a
type T'x, the type class (set of sequences having the same type
Tx) is denoted by 77, . For a conditional type Vy|x and a
sequence z", the Vy|x-shell of z™ (the set of y™ sequences
having the same conditional type Vy-| x given z") is denoted by
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Fig. 1. The exact channel synthesis problem. We would like to design the code (PW" X" K, Pynw, K") such that the induced conditional distribution

Pyn|xn satisfies Pyn|xn = ﬂl’}lx.

Tvy x (z"). For brevity, sometimes we use 7'(z,y) to denote
the joint distributions T'(z)V (y|x) or T(y)V (x|y).

The e-strongly and e-weakly typical sets [22]]-[25] of Px
are respectively denoted as

7;(")(PX) = {x" ex":
[T (2) = Px(a)] < ePx(a) Vo € X}, )

A (Px) = {x" eax”:
‘—:llogP}é (x”)—H(X)‘ ge}. 3)

Note that ﬁ(")EPX) only applies to sources with finite al-
phabets. For Aen) (Px), if Px is an absolutely continuous
distribution, in (@), P¥% (z™) and H(X) are respectively re-
placed with the corresponding pdf and differential entropy.
The corresponding jointly typical sets are defined similarly.
The conditionally e-strongly typical set of Pxy is denoted as

T (Pxyla™) = {y" € V" s (2", y") € T (Pxy) |
“)
and the conditionally e-weakly typical set is defined similarly.
For brevity, sometimes we denote ﬁ(”)(PX) and A™ (Px)
as 72(") and AE"), respectively.
Fix distributions Px,Qx € P(X). The relative entropy and
the Rényi divergence of order oo are respectively defined as

Z Px(a?)

og
z€supp(Px) QX (I)

Px (z)
Doo(Px||@x) :=log  sup :
00 z€supp(Px) QX (LL')

D(Px||Qx) := Px(x)] ()

(6)

and the conditional versions are respectively defined as

D(Py x| Qyx|Px) == D(Px Py|x||PxQy|x) (7N
Do (Py x||Qy|x|Px) := Do (Px Py x| PxQy|x), (8)

where the summations in (3) and (6) are taken over the
elements in supp(Px). Throughout, log and exp are to the
natural base e .

Denote the coupling set of (Px, Py) as

C(Px,Py) = {QXY EP(XXy)IQX:P)(,Qyzpy}.

€))

For i,j € Z, and ¢ < j, we define [i : j] :={i,i+1,...,5}.
Given a number a € [0, 1], we define @ = 1 — a. For any real
number ¢ and any set A C R™, we define cA := {ca : a € A}.
For a set A C R", we use cl A and int A to denote the closure

and interior of A4 respectively. For a sequence {.4,,} of subsets
of a space, limsup,, o An =, U, A

We say that a sequence of real numbers (a,) converges
to a finite real value a (at least) exponentially fast if there
exist a real number b > 1 and a positive integer IV such that
la, —a| < b~™ for all n > N. We say that a sequence of
real numbers (a,,) converges to a finite real value a (at least)
doubly exponentially fast if there exist real numbers b,c > 1
and a positive integer N such that |a,, —a| < b=¢" for all
n>N.

For two distributions P and () defined on the same mea-
surable space, we use P < @) to denote that P is absolutely
continuous with respect to Q. If P < @), we use % to denote
the Radon-Nikodym derivative of P with respect to Q.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider the distributed source simulation setup depicted in
Fig. [T} A sender and a receiver share a uniformly distributed
source of randomnes{] K, ~ Unif (K,,),K, := [1 : erfo].
The sender has access to a memoryless source X" ~ 7' that
is independent of K, and wants to transmit information about
the correlation between correlated sources (X, Y") ~ 7%,
to the receiver. Here we assume supp(mxy) € X x ) but
not necessarily supp(mxy) = X x Y. Given the shared ran-
domness and the correlation information from the sender, the
receiver generates a memoryless source Y ~ g, (]X™).
Specifically, given X™ and K, the sender generates a “mes-
sage” (i.e., a discrete random variable) W,, by a random
mapping Py, |x»k,, and then sends it to the receiver error
free. Upon accessing to K, and receiving W,,, the receiver
generates a source Y™ by a random mapping Pyn|w, K, -
Now we would like to determine the minimum amount of
communication such that the joint distribution of (X" Y") is
%y . Next we provide a precise formulation of this problem.

Define {0,1}" := |J,,~; {0,1}" as the set of finite-length
strings of symbols from a binary alphabet {0,1}. Denote
the alphabet of the random variable W, as W,,, which is a
countable set. Consider a set of (more precisely, a sequence
of) prefix-free codes [23], f = {fx : k € K, }, which consists
of fi W, — {0,1}",k € K,. Then for each pair
(w, k) € W, x K, and the set of codes f, let {y(wl|k)
denote the length of the codeword fi (w), where fj is the
k-th component of f.

Definition 1. The expected codeword length L for compress-
ing the random variable W,, given K,, by a prefix-free code

!For simplicity, we assume that €™ and similar expressions are integers.



set f is denoted as Lg(W,|Ky,) := E [((W,|K,)]. Here the
expectation is taken respect to the random variables (W,,, K,).

Definition 2. A variable-length (n, Ry, R)-code consists of
a pair of random mappings Py, x~x, X" x K, —
Wi, Pynjw, Kk, * Wn x Ky — V" and a set of prefix-free
codes f = {fi : Wn — {0, 1}*}k€,€n for some countable set
W,, such tha the expected codeword length for (W,,, K,)
satisfies Lyg(W,|Ky)/n < R, where (W, K,,) is distributed
as

PWnKn (w, k) = Z

zneX"

7T:’)l( (l’n) PW,,,|X"K7,, (w|$", k)

(10)

Kol

By using such synthesis codes, W,, can be transmitted from
the sender to the receiver without error. Hence the generated
(or synthesized) distribution for such setting is

1
2 ey

(w,k)EW, XKy,

X PWn‘XnKn (w|xn7 k)PYn‘WnKn (yn|w7 k)’

PYann (yn|xn) =

(1)

which is required to be equal to wgl,‘  exactly. It is worth
noting that under the assumption K, ~ Unif (K,), the
synthesized channel Py | x» is determined only by the random
mapping pair (P, |xn k., Py=|w, K, ), and does not depend
on the source distribution 7% . However, the code rate induced
by a given synthesis code indeed depends on 7’%. Given
the shared randomness rate Ry, the minimum asymptotic
communication rate required to ensure Pyn|xn = wgﬁl  for
all n > 1 is limsup,,_, ., +Ls(Wy|K,).

Definition 3. The admissible region of shared randomness
rate and communication rate for the exact channel synthesis
problem is defined as

Rexact (Txy)

(]%07 R) S ]R2>0 :

3 {variable-length (n, Ry, R™) code} ™ s.t.
PY'!L‘X'H. = W;l/lx, Vn,
R > limsup,, ., R™

=cl

(12)
Observe that Lp(W,|K,) = Ex,Ew, k, [lz(Wn|K,)].
Hence to minimize the expected codeword length

Ly (W, |Ky), it suffices to minimize E [(¢(W,,|K,,)| K, = k]
for each k. For each k € K,,, we use an optimal prefix-free
code (e.g., a Huffman code) fr to compress W,. The
resulting expected codeword length given K, = k satisfies
HW,|K, = k) < Ew, k,=k [lf(Walk)] < HW,|K, =
k) -+1 [23, Theorem 5.4.1]. Hence for a set of optimal prefix-
free codes f* = {fr:kcK,}, the expected codeword
length also satisfies

H(W,|K,) < Ls-(Wo|K,) < HW,|K,) +1. (13)

2Our results in this paper still hold if we replace Ls(Wn|Kn)/n < R
with a stronger constraint L ¢ (W, k) /n < R for all k, where L ¢(Whp|k) :=

Ew,|k,=k [t (Wnlk)].

Consequently,
1 1
—Lg(Wy|K,) — —H(W,|K,) = 0asn—oo. (14)
n n

Based on such an argument, we provide the following multi-
letter characterization for Rgxact(7xy ) as follows. The proof
is given in Appendix

Proposition 1. We have

,R/Exact(ﬂ-XY)
(1%07 R) = (PW”‘XWK"’PY’IZIW’LK”) s.1.
:CIU Pyn|Xn:7r§3|X,
> R> LH(W,|K,)
15)

This multi-letter characterization does not depend on the
set of prefix-free codes f. Hence a variable-length synthesis
code can be represented by a pair of random mappings
(Pw,, | x Kk, Py»\w, k, ), where the dependence on f is omit-
ted.

III. MAIN RESULTS FOR DISTRIBUTIONS WITH FINITE
ALPHABETS

In this section, we assume that wxy has a finite alphabet.
We first introduce a new quantity, the maximal cross-entropy,
use it to provide a multi-letter expression for the exact channel
synthesis problem. Based on such an expression, we then
derive single-letter inner and outer bounds. Finally, we solve
the exact synthesis problem for the DSBS.

A. Maximal Cross-Entropy

Definition 4. For a distribution tuple (Px, Py, mxy ), define
the maximal cross-entropy over couplings in C'(Px, Py) as

H(Px, Py||mxy)

1
= max Z Pxy(z,y)log ——.

(16)
Pxy€C(Px,Py) £~ 7 (z,y)

Remark 1. The concept of maximal (relative) cross-
entropy can be easily generalized to distributions with
arbitrary alphabets by rewriting the RHS of (I6) as
SUPpy, cc(Py,Py) —EPxy 108 d—z (X,Y), where p denotes a
reference measure such that 7 < p.

The coupling set and the maximal cross-entropy have the
following intuitive interpretations. Assume the alphabets X
and Y are finite. Consider a joint distribution mxy, a pair of
distributions (P, Py ), and a sequence of pairs of types

(1017 € P () x Pa ()} a7

neN

such that (T)(gl)7 TS(/”)) — (Px, Py) as n — o0o. Then the sets

of the joint types of (z™,y™) such that T,»n = T)(("),Tyn =
T{" satisfy

cltimsup { Ty y : (@, y") st Ton =T, Ty = T}
n—oo

= C(Px, Py). (18)



The exponents of probabilities 7% (x
T, Ty = T satisfy that

™ y™) such that T,n =

1
lim min ——lognhy (2™, y"
oo (2t yhy: n gﬂxy( Y )
Tpn =TV,
Tyn=T{"
= lim mln Tyn yn )lo 19
T,HT“” Y
Tyn= T“”
:/H(Px,PyHﬂX}/). (20)

Furthermore, the following fundamental properties on max-
imal cross-entropy hold. The proof is provided in Appendix

Bl

Proposition 2. Assume the alphabets X and ) are finite. Let
mxy be a joint distribution with marginals 7tx and my. a)
Then we have

Hrx,ny||mtxy) > H(mxy), 21

where equality in (1)) holds if and only if Txy = nx7y. b)
Moreover, assume supp(mxy ) = X xY. Then for any distribu-
tions Px and Py such that supp(Px) = X,supp(Py) =),

we have
1
PX )
Z ™ (z,y)

where equality in 22)) holds if and only if Txy = mxmy.
Example 1 (DSBS). Consider a DSBS (X,Y’) with distribu-

tion
ag  Bo
ﬂ- =
X [ Bo o }

where ag = 1;—”,50 = L with p € [0, 1]. Here w.lo.g., we
restrict p € [0, %], since otherwise, we can set X &1 to X

and the same conclusions follow. Consider

H(Px,PyHﬂXY log (22)

(23)

Px = (a,@), Py =(8,5) (24)
for some «, 8 € [0, 1]. Then
H(Px, Py ||7xvy)
= log ozi + (min{a,B} + min{e, 5) log % (25)
0 0
zlogai—l-min{a—&—ﬁ,a—l—g}log %. (26)
0 0

Furthermore, if Px = nx, Py =y (e, a=083= % ), then

1
H(Trx,ﬂ'y”ﬂ')(y) zlog—. (27)
Bo
In contrast,
1 1
H(ﬂ'xy) = 2040 log — + 260 10g - (28)
Qo Bo
< H(rx,my||mxv), (29)

where equality in (29) holds if and only if p = 1.

Example 2 (Gaussian Source). Consider a bivariate Gaussian

p
1

correlation coefficient p € [0,1). Here without loss of any
generality, we assume the correlation coefficient p between
(X,Y) is nonnegative; otherwise, we can set —X to X.
Consider

source mxy = N (0,Xxy) where Xxy = with

Px =N (p1,a), Py =N(uz,p) (30)

for some «, 8 > 0. Therﬂ

H(Px, Py||mxy)

—log (2m/1= ) + L~ pminpyy cowy,py) BIXY]

1— p?

(1)

1 P

= 2 _
log (2my/1— p?) + o
i E[(X — y _
. (nyegl(lgxfy) I ) ( p2)] + Mluz)

(32)

14+ aB —
=log (21— 17) + p(ﬁfﬂ taks) (33)

where (33) follows by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Fur-
thermore, if Px = wx,Py = my (€., p1 = po = 0, =
B8 =1), then

1
H(rx,my||7xy) = log (27r\/1 — p2) + Tp

(34)
In contrast,

H(rxy) =log (27‘(’6\/ 1— p2> < H(rx,my||mxy), (35)

where equality holds if and only if p = 0.

B. Multi-Letter Characterization

Based on the maximal cross-entropy defined above, we
characterize the admissible rate region Rgxact(7xy ) by using
multi-letter expressions. The proof of Theorem [T is given in

Appendix [C|

Theorem 1 (Multi-letter Characterization). For a joint distri-
bution mxy defined on a finite alphabet,

1
Rexact(Txy) = cl U ER(WS?Y%

n>1

(36)

3Here computing minp, . cc(py,py) E[XY] is equivalent to
computing the Wasserstein distance of order 2 Wy (Px, Py/) =
minp__, ec(py,py,) EI(X — Y")?] where Y/ = —Y. It is
well iénown [26} Exa Ple 3.2. 14] that for Px, Py defined on R,
Wy (Px, Py:) = ( ))2], where U is a uniform random
variable on [0, 1], and F (u) = mf{x € R : Fx(z) > u} denotes the
generalized inverses of the cumulative distribution functions F'x of Px (and
Fyt(-) is defined similarly).



where
R(mxy) =
(Ro,R) : EIPWpX‘WPy|W S.L.
Pxy = 7xv,
R > I(W;X"),
Ry+R > —HX"Y"W)+>, P(w)

XH(Pxn|w=w> Pyniw=wllmy)
(37)

In our achievability scheme, we apply a mixture decom-
position technique (or known as the splitting technique) to
construct a variable-length exact synthesis code. This code
can be thought of as a mixture of a fixed-length co-Rényi-
approximate code and a completely lossless code. The oo-
Rényi-approximate code is a fixed-length code which gen-
erates a channel Py~ x~ that approaches the target channel
7r§‘,|  asymptotically under the co-Rényi divergence measure.
Based on the channel Py x», we can decompose 77?,‘ Yy asa
mixture conditional distribution

Trng = 6_577’PY71‘XW + (1 - 6_571) ﬁyanﬂ, (38)

for some asymptotically vanishing sequence (d,,) where

Sn 1
€ 7TY|X — PYann

edn —1

PYn‘Xn = (39)
For the “residual channel” ﬁyn‘ xn, we adopt a completely
lossless code to synthesize it. In this code, upon observing z",
the sender generates a random sequence Y™ ~ Pyn|xn—_gn,
and then compresses Y™ by using a prefix-free code with rate
< log|Y|. In our scheme, the lossless code is invoked with
asymmetrically vanishing probability 1 —e~%», and hence the
performance of our scheme is dominated by the co-Rényi-
approximate code which requires a much lower rate. The oco-
Rényi-approximate code we adopt is a truncated i.i.d. code.
For such a code, the codewords are independent and each
codeword is drawn according to a distribution Py~ which
is generated by truncating a product distribution Q)f;, onto
some (strongly) typical set. Truncated i.i.d. codes are rather
useful for co-Rényi-approximate synthesis (but not for TV-
approximate synthesis). This follows from the following argu-
ment. Observe that for both co-Rényi-approximate synthesis
and TV-approximate synthesis, X™ — W, K,, — Y™ forms a
Markov chain. Hence given (W,,, K,,) = (w, k), the support of
Pxniw, k, (-lw, k) Pynjw, k, (-lw, k) is a product set, which
in turn implies that the support of Pxnyn is the union of
a family of product sets. Such a requirement leads to the
fact that the support of Pxnyn includes not only a jointly
typical set, but also other joint type classes (which is termed
by us as the type overflow phenomenon). TV-approximate
synthesis only requires the sequences in a typical set to
be well-simulated. However, co-Rényi-approximate synthesis
requires all the sequences in the support of Pxnyn~ to be
well-simulated. Hence type overflow does not affect TV-
approximate synthesis, but plays a crucial role for co-Rényi-
approximate synthesis (or exact synthesis). Truncated i.i.d.
coding is an efficient approach to control the possible types of
the output sequence of a code (or more precisely, to mitigate

the effects of type overflow). Furthermore, truncated i.i.d.
codes have also been used by the present authors [7], [10],
[11], [27] to study the Rényi and exact common informations,
and by Vellambi and Kliewer [20], [28] to study sufficient
conditions for the equality of the exact and Wyner’s common
informations.

Based on the type overflow argument given above and
the intuitive explanation of the maximal cross-entropy given
in Subsection [[II-Al our bounds are easy to comprehend
intuitively. For simplicity, we only consider the single-letter
expression R(7mxy ). The first inequality follows from the fact
that lossless transmission of the message W,, requires rate at
least I(W; X). The second inequality follows from the follow-
ing argument. The exact channel synthesis requires that there
exists a sequence of variable-length codes with rates (R, R)
satisfying %ﬁ\r‘:)) =1 for all (2™, y") € X" x Y". By
using the mixyt‘u);e decomposition technique, the exact channel
synthesis problem can be relaxed to the oco-Rényi-approximate
synthesis problem, which requires that there exists a sequence
of fixed-length codes with rates (R, R) satisfying

T (")
=1+o0(1 40
for all 2" € 7{™ (7x) and

Ty (2™, y")
for all (2™,y™) € supp (Pxryn); see Lemma [2| The re-
quirement is satisfied, as long as R > I(W; X). As for
the constraint in (), observe that by using truncated i.i.d.
codes, to mitigate the effect of type overflow we can restrict
W, X") € T& (Pyx) and (W™, Y™) € T& (Pyy).
Assume that M,, is the message for oco-Rényi-approximate
synthesis. Roughly speaking, for a given Ry, a sequence
of optimal codes that achieves the minimum asymptotically
communication rate satisfies the following “property”’: Each
pair of output sequences (x™,y™) is only covered by less
than ™ codewords for any § > 0 (otherwise, the code rate
R can be further reduced). This “property” implies that for
sufficiently large n and sufficiently small e,

PXnYn (x",y")
~ P, i, (M, k) Py (2" [w™ (m, k) Py (y" [w™ (m, k))

(42)
~ efn(R+R0)ean(X|W)€7nH(Y‘W). (43)
On the other hand,

min Ty (2", y"
(zn,y™)Esupp(Pxnyn) XY( y )

= min ey (2™, y" 44

(wn,xz™,y"):Tynon Pw x , Tyn yn 8 Pwy XY( y) ( )

~e " > PW(w)’H(PX\W:w:PY|W:w”TrXY). (45)

Substituting and (@3)) into (@I)), we obtain
Ro+ R

2 —HXY|W)+ ZP(W)H(PXW:W Py \w=uwllTxy).

(46)



This is the second constraint in (37).

C. Single-letter Bounds

Define
Reutt(Txy)
(RO,R) : EIPWP)(‘Wpy‘W s.t.
_ Pxy = 7xv,
= R > I(W:X), @D
Ro+R > I(W;XY)
(mxv)
R 7TXY (48)
R()7 : ElPWPX|WPY|W S.t.
PXY = Txv,
> I(W;X), ;
Ro +R > _H(XY|W)+ Y, P(w)
XH(Px|w=w, Pyiw=wllmxy)
(49)
and
R (rxy)
(Ro,R) : HP[/VPX“/pr”/V S.t.
_ Pxy = 7xv,
= R > I(W;X), (50)
Ry+R > T (PwPxwPyw,mxy)
where
I (Pw Pxjw Pyyw, mxy)
= —H(XY W)+ min w, w
(XYW) + Quwr €C(Pw . Pw) 4 Z @
X H(Px|w=w, Pyiw=uwTxv)- (51)

For (X,Y) with finite alphabets, Cuff [3] showed that
Rcut(mxy) is equal to the admissible rate region for the
TV-approximate channel synthesis problem (see the definition
in Subsection [[V-A). For @7) and (@9), it suffices to restrict
the alphabet size of W such that [W| < |X||Y| + 1.

By utilizing the multi-letter expression in Theorem [} we
provide single-letter inner and outer bounds for the admissible
rate region. The proof of Theorem [2]is given in Appendix [D]

Theorem 2 (Single-letter Bounds). For a joint distribution
Txy defined on a finite alphabet,

R (7xy) € Rixact(mxy) € RO (7xy) N Reusr (Txy)-

(52)
Remark 2. Note that the only difference between the in-
ner bound R (rxy) and outer bound Reug(mxy) is
that in Rcug(mxy), the sum-rate is lower bounded by
I (W;XY), butin RO (7xy), the sum-rate is lower bounded
by —H(XY[W) + 5, Pa)H(Pxjw—u: Priw—u|mxy).
By the definition of maximal cross-entropy,

ZP(U’)H(PX\W:WPY\W:wHWXY)

) 1

> P(w) Y Pxw (2w) Py (y|w) log — ey
w x,y ?

=H (ﬂxy) . (54)

Hence we have

- HXY|W) + ZP(U) H(Px|w=w> Pyiw=uwllTxy)

>I1(W;XY). (55)

That is, our lower bound on the sum rate is at least as large
as Cuff’s; see @7).

Remark 3. The only difference between the inner bound
R (wxy) and outer bound R () (7 xy ) is that in R (rxy),
the minimization is taken over all couplings of (Puw, Py ),
but in RO (7xy ), it is not (or equivalently, the expectation in
(@9) can be seen as being taken under the equality coupling
of (Pw, Pw), namely Py (w)1{w’ = w}).

Remark 4. It can be shown that the sum rate bound in
R(©) (Txy)

- H(XY|W min (w, w
CYIWYE g SBB, y 2, Qv (0:)
X H(Px|w=w, Pyiw=uw ||7FXY) (56)
_ , a
QWW/ €HC1'1(I}3W Pw) Z QWW e ) CSI)l(YXE

C(PX\W:uHPY\W:w/)

ZQ 2.y) log PX|W($|w)PY\W(y|w )

(57)
p ™ (2,y)
> min H(w, w'
o QWW/EC(PW7PW)1§/ Quw:( )
X D (Px|w—wPy|w=uwlmxy) (58)
> 0. (59)
Moreover, there exists some distribution 7xy such that

R (mxy) ; Rcut(mxy) (e.g., the DSBS; see the next sub-
section). However, it is difficult to compare (56) to I(XY; W)
for all mxy. As yet, we have not found any distribution 7xy
such that R(°) (mxy)\Rcugt(mxy) # 0.

Define
R* (Ry) := inf R 60
(o) (R,R0)ERExact (Txy) (60)
RS (R) = inf Ry. 61)

(R,R0)E€RExact (Txy)

Then from the inner and outer bounds in Theorem [2] we have
that
R* (00)

= I.(X;Y). (62)

This is consistent with Bennett et al.’s observation [ 1, Theorem
2]. That is, when there exists unlimited shared randomness
available at the encoder and decoder, a target channel can
be synthe